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fully. That is why the test of all truth is practical. And since
we change the object when we act upon it, truth ceases to be
static, and becomes something which is continually changing
and developing. That is why Marx calls his materialism *dialec-
tical/ because it contains within itself, like Hegel's dialectic, an
essential principle of progressive change.
I think it may be doubted whether Engels quite understood
Marx's views on the nature of matter and on the pragmatic
character of truth; no doubt he thought he agreed with Marx,
but in fact he came nearer to orthodox materialism.1 EogEfe
explains 'historical materialism,* as he understands it, in an
Introduction, written in 1892, to his Socialism, Utopian and
Scientific. Here, the part assigned to action seems to be reduced
to the conventional task of scientific verification. He says: "The
proof of the pudding is in the eating. From the moment we
turn to our own use these objects, according to the qualities
we perceive in them, we put to an infallible test the correctness
or otherwise of our sense-perceptions. . . . Not in one singje
instance, so far, have we been led to the conclusion that our
sense-perceptions, scientifically controlled, induce in our minds
ideas respecting the outer world that are, by their very nature,
at variance with reality, or that there is an inherent incom-
patibility between the outer world and our sense-perceptions of
it'
There is no trace, here, of Marx's pragmatism, or of the doc-
trine that sensible objects are largely the products of our own
activity. But there is also no sign of any consciousness of dis-
agreement with Marx. It may be that Marx modified his view in
later life, but it seems more probable that, on this subject as on
some others, he held two different views simultaneously, and
applied the one or the other as suited the purpose of his
argument. He certainly held that some propositions were 'true*
in a more than pragmatic sense. When, in Capital, he sets
forth the cruelties of the industrial system as reported by Royal
Commissions, he certainly holds that these cruelties took place,
and not only that successful action will result from supposing
that they took place. Similarly, when he prophesies the Com-
munist revolution, he believes that there will be such an event,
not merely that it is convenient to think so. His pragmatism
must, therefore, have been only occasional—in fact when, on
pragmatic grounds, it was justified by being convenient.
1 Cf. Sidney Hook, Towards the Understanding cffKarl Marx, p. 32.

